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This article considers the growth of Ottonian hegemony through a close examination of 
)ORGRDUG¶VHistoria Remensis ecclesiae6SHFLILFDOO\LWVFUXWLQLVHV)ORGRDUG¶Vlaconic 
account of a property dispute between the church of Rheims and Conrad the Red, Otto the 
*UHDW¶V powerful duke of Lotharingia. 5HDGLQJ)ORGRDUG¶VWHVWLPRQ\DORQJVLGHGLSORPDWLF
evidence and Ottonian narratives, this study argues that the controversy was a factor in 
&RQUDG¶VUHEHOOLRQDJDLQVW2Wto in 953. %RWKWKHFHQWUDOUROHRI5KHLPV¶SURSHUW\LQDQ
Ottonian political conflict and )ORGRDUG¶VVLOHQFHRQQXPHURXVDVSHFWVRIWKHDIIDLU reveal 
that the church was deeply enmeshed in Ottonian politics. The Historia therefore offers an 
unrecognised angle on the expansion of Ottonian power, while further investigation of its 
content suggests that this emergent hegemony may indeed have been welcomed by Flodoard 
and his superiors at Rheims. 
 




From modest origins in Saxony, the kings of the Ottonian dynasty (919±1024) swiftly 
consolidated their rule over the warring post-Carolingian duchies in the early tenth century. 
2 
 
They went on to exercise a real hegemony over the neighbouring West Frankish, Burgundian 
and Italian kingdoms (formally incorporating the last into their own) and to supervise the 
establishment of the Church in newly subjugated Slavic and Danish lands.1 The long reign of 
Otto I (936±73) was a watershed in the development of this domination, his mastery of 
Europe exemplified by his imperial coronation in Rome in 962 (the title having been left 
unclaimed since 924).2 The rapid ascent of Ottonian Germany has been attributed to 






such as Liudprand of Cremona and Widukind of Corvey, who sought to further justify 
                                                        
*E-mail: ecr822@gmail.com 
1
 The following abbreviations are used in this paper: DO I: T. Sickel, ed., Die Urkunden Konrad I., Heinrich I. 
und Otto I. MGH Diplomatum regum et imperatorum Germaniae 1 (Hanover: Hahn, 1879±84); Flodoard, 
Annales: Flodoard of Rheims, Les annales de Flodoard, ed. P. Lauer (Paris: Picard, 1905); HRE: Flodoard of 
Rheims, Historia Remensis ecclesiae, ed. M. Stratmann. MGH Scriptores in folio 36 (Hanover: Hahnsche 
Buchhandlung, 1998); MGH: Monumenta Germaniae Historica. 
T. Reuter, Germany in the Early Middle Ages, c.800±1056 (London: Longman, 1991), 137±80, 
provides a clear overview of these developments. 
2
 For a recent biographical study, M. Becher, Otto der Große, Kaiser und Reich: eine Biographie (Munich: 
Beck, 2012). 
3
 Of a vast literature, seminal works include H. Beumann and H. Büttner, Das Kaisertum Ottos des Großen. 
Zwei Vorträge, 2nd edn. (Sigmaringen: J. Thorbecke, 1963+.HOOHUµ'DV.DLVHUWXP2WWRVGHV*URHQLP
9HUVWlQGQLVVHLQHU=HLW¶Deutsches Archiv 20 (1964): 325±88; K.J. Leyser, Rule and Conflict in an Early 
Medieval Society: Ottonian Saxony (London: Edward Arnold, 1979); G. Althoff and H. Keller, Heinrich I. und 
Otto der Große. Neubeginn auf karolingischem Erbe, 3rd edn. (Göttingen: Muster-Schmidt, 2006); G. Althoff 
and K. Schmid, Amicitiae und pacta. Bündnis, Einung, Politik und Gebetsgedenken im beginnenden 10. 
Jahrhundert (Hanover: Hahnsche Buchhandlung, 1992). The concept of the Reichskirchensystem has become 
largely obsolete VLQFH75HXWHUµ7KH³,PSHULDO&KXUFK6\VWHP´RIWKH2WWRQLDQDQG6DOLDQ5XOHUVD
5HFRQVLGHUDWLRQ¶Journal of Ecclesiastical History 33 (1982): 347±74; repr. in T. Reuter, Medieval Polities and 
Modern Mentalities, ed. J.L. Nelson (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006), 325±54. 
4
 +.HOOHUµ=XP&KDUDNWHUGHU³6WDDWOLFKNHLW´]ZLVFKHQNDUROLQJLVFKHU5HLFKVUHIRUPXQGKRFKPLWWHODOWHUOLFKHQ
+HUUVFKDIWVDXVEDX¶Frühmittelalterliche Studien 23 (1989): 248±64; G. Althoff, Spielregeln der Politik im 
Mittelalter: Kommunikation in Frieden und Fehde (Darmstadt: Primus, 1997). For a recent argument against 
this characterisation, see D.S. Bachrach, Warfare in Tenth-Century Germany (Woodbridge: Boydell, 2012). 
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Ottonian rule in ideologically-charged narrative histories.5 Historians have thus tended to 
IRFXVRQWKH2WWRQLDQV¶REYLRXVSROLWLFDODQGPLOLWDU\VXSHULRULW\0XFKOHVVKRZHYHUKDV
EHHQVDLGDERXWUHVSRQVHVWR2WWRQLDQUXOHRUZKDWZHPLJKWFRQVLGHUWKHG\QDVW\¶VµVRIW
SRZHU¶ZDVWKHLURYHUORUGVKLSDOZD\VIRUFLEO\LPSRVed and grudgingly endured, or could it 
potentially confer benefits which might render it more palatable to new subjects? 
This study considers the notion of Ottonian hegemony from a West Frankish 
perspective, namely that of the powerful church of Rheims. West Francia provides an 
especially useful case for examining the question of dynasty-building, for it was still ruled 
intermittently by kings from the Carolingian family, who had controlled an empire of their 
own until 888. The western kingdom was subject tR2WWR¶VLQIOXHQFHIRUYLUWXDOO\WKHHQWLUHW\
of his reign. Otto repeatedly intervened in West Frankish affairs in the 940s and 950s. In 
particular, he oversaw the resolution of a long-running struggle for control of the 
archbishopric of Rheims. In the wake of this settlement, the Rheims canon Flodoard (893/4±
966) composed his Historia Remensis ecclesiae, one of the great narratives of the tenth 
century.6 7KLVZRUNLVDVXEVWDQWLDOLQVWLWXWLRQDOKLVWRU\UHFRXQWLQJ5KHLPV¶LOOXVWULRXVSDVW
from its Roman orLJLQVXSWR)ORGRDUG¶VRZQGD\WKURXJKWKHOLYHVRIWKHFKXUFK¶VVXFFHVVLYH
bishops and archbishops. It has been considered an exemplar of the gesta historiographical 
form.7 Because of its predominantly local orientation, however, the Historia has seldom been 
examined as evidence for contemporary reactions to Ottonian primacy. This article argues 
                                                        
5
 )RULQVWDQFH3%XFµ,WDOLDQ+XVVLHVDQG*HUPDQ0DWURQV/LXWSUDQGRI&UHPRQDRQ'\QDVWLF/HJLWLPDF\¶
Frühmittelalterliche Studien 29 (1995): 207±25; H. Mayr-+DUWLQJµ/LXGSUDQGRI&UHPRQD¶V$FFRXQWRIKLV
Legation to ConstantinoplHDQG2WWRQLDQ,PSHULDO6WUDWHJ\¶English Historical Review 116 (2001): 539±
65REELHµ&DQ6LOHQFH6SHDN9ROXPHV":LGXNLQG¶VRes Gestae Saxonicae and the Coronation of Otto I 




 M. Sot, Un historien et son église au Xe siècle: Flodoard de Reims (Paris: Fayard, 1993). On gesta in general, 
see idem, Gesta episcoporum, gesta abbatum. Typologie des sources du moyen âge occidental 37 (Turnhout: 
Brepols, 1981); and more recently T. Riches, µ7KH&KDQJLQJ3ROLWLFDO+RUL]RQVRIGesta episcoporum from the 
1LQWKWR(OHYHQWK&HQWXULHV¶LQPatterns of Episcopal Power: Bishops in Tenth and Eleventh Century Western 
Europe, eds. L. Körntgen and D. Waßenhoven (Berlin: De Gruyter, 2011), 51±62. Stratmann, introduction to 
HRE, 1±48, provides a fundamental overview of the work. 
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that Flodoard ± who had several links with Otto and his court ± offers an important and 
underappreciated angle on the growth of Ottonian power. Specifically, it sheds light on 
)ORGRDUG¶VDWWLWXGHE\H[DPLQLQJKLVRGGO\ODFRQLFDFFRXQWRIDSURSHUW\GLVSXWHEHWZHHQWKH
FKXUFKRI5KHLPVDQGRQHRI2WWR¶VPRVWSRZHUIXOPDJQDWHV&RQUDGWKH5HGGXNHRI
Lotharingia. Flodoard, as he tells us in the Historia, was one of RKHLPV¶LQWHUFHVVRUVLQD
hearing of this dispute by Otto in Aachen. The disagreement concerned the monastery of 
.XVHOVLWXDWHGLQ2WWR¶VNLQJGRPURXJKO\KDOIZD\EHWZHHQ7ULHUDQG:RUPVDQGLWV
extensive lands just to the south in and around the Vosges massif. Otto refused to endorse 
5KHLPV¶FODLPV+RZHYHUD\HDUODWHULQWKHNLQJLVVXHGDGLSORPDFRQILUPLQJWKH
rights of the Rheims monastery of Saint-Rémi over the contested lands. What prompted this 
change of heart? 
 Earlier in 952, during Easter&RQUDGWKH5HGKDGYLVLWHG2WWR¶VFRXUWDW0DJGHEXUJ
$VSDUWRI2WWR¶VDWWHPSWVWRPDVWHU,WDO\&RQUDGKDGEHHQWDVNHGZLWKEULQJLQJWKH,WDOLDQ
ruler Berengar II to heel. Conrad struck some kind of deal with Berengar (probably one 
which would allow him to remain king), and the latter agreed to accompany the former to 
2WWR¶VFRXUW2QHRIRXUWZRPDLQVRXUFHVIRUWKHPHHWLQJVD\VWKDW2WWRPDGH%HUHQJDUZDLW
three days before granting him an audience, thus greatly offending Conrad. The other says 
that Otto simply rejected the agreement Conrad had made with Berengar. Both agree, 
KRZHYHURQWKHRXWFRPH&RQUDGZDVGHHSO\KXPLOLDWHGE\WKHNLQJ¶VWUHDWPHQWRIKLPDQG
the seeds of rebellion had been sown.8 Within a year, Conrad was in open revolt against Otto. 
 In his Historia)ORGRDUGLQGLUHFWO\UHYHDOVWKDW.XVHOZDVSDUWRI&RQUDG¶VIDPLOLDO
SDWULPRQ\DQGWKLVDUWLFOHVXJJHVWVWKDW2WWR¶VDZDUGRIWKHODQGWR5KHLPVDPRXQWHGWRD
FRQILVFDWLRQPDGHLQFRQQHFWLRQZLWK&RQUDG¶VIDOOIURPJUDFHHDUOLHUin 952. This further 
                                                        
8
 Respectively, the two sources, discussed below, are Widukind of Corvey, Res gestae Saxonicae, eds. P. Hirsch 
and H.-E. Lohmann. MGH Scriptores rerum Germanicarum 60 (Hanover: Hahnsche Buchhandlung, 1935), 109±
10 (III.10); and Adalbert of Magdeburg, Continuatio Reginonis, ed. F. Kurze. MGH Scriptores rerum 
Germanicarum 50 (Hanover: Impensis Bibliopolii Hahniani, 1890), 165±6 (s.a. 952). 
5 
 
dishonour was to be one of the factors which drove Conrad into rebellion in 953. The Kusel 
episode thus demonstrates one of the means by which Otto sought to control his magnates, as 
well as the potentially dire consequences of such actions. The affair also tells us something 
about contemporary responses to the rise of the Ottonians, for Flodoard completed his 
Historia in 952 ± that is, in the midst of the escalating crisis between Conrad and Otto. Upon 
close inspection, we can see that Flodoard tells us a great deal about Kusel and the disputed 
WHUULWRU\,QIDFWKHDOORZVXVWRWUDFHWKHKLVWRU\RIWKHPRQDVWHU\¶VDVVRFLDWLRQZLWKKLV
FKXUFKDOOWKHZD\EDFNWRWKHWLPHRI5KHLPV¶SDWURQVDLQW%LVKRS5HPLJLXVG,QWKH
ninth and tenth centuries, Rémois writers habitually invoked St Remigius as the guarantor of 
WKHLUFKXUFK¶VSURSHUW\ULJKWV%XW)ORGRDUG¶VSX]]OLQJVLOHQFHRQVHYHUDONH\DVSHFWVRIWKH
dispute reveals much more about his intentions in composing the Historia. By examining 
)ORGRDUG¶VRZQ2WWRQLDQFRQQHFWLRQVDQGVHYHUDOQHJOHFWHGIHDWXUHVRIKLVZRUNWKHHistoria 
can be seen not simply as DµORFDO¶WH[WDQGWKDW)ORGRDUG¶VZULWLQJUHIOHFWHG5KHLPV¶GHHS
entanglement in the new Ottonian hegemony by 950. This is evident not only in the fact that 
WKHFKXUFK¶VSURSHUW\OD\DWWKHFHQWUHRIDQ2WWRQLDQSROLWLFDOFRQWHVWEXWDOVRLQ)ORGRDUG¶V
invocation of St Remigius and a mythical pan-Frankish past as the historical horizon for his 
FKXUFK¶VSURSHUW\FODLPV)RU5Keims, the Ottonians offered practical protection of 
ecclesiastical property, as well as the prospect of a restoration of the diocese to a pre-eminent 
position in the Frankish world, both of which were keenly sought in the wake of the 
damaging archiepiscopal controversy that engulfed the church between 925 and 948. 
)ORGRDUGWKXVPD\EHUHDGDVDQ2WWRQLDQµFRXUWKLVWRULDQ¶E\SUR[\IRUKHLQFUHDVLQJO\FDPH
WRDQWLFLSDWHDQGSHUKDSVHYHQKRSHIRU2WWR¶VKHJHPRQLDOSRVLWLRQ7KH.XVHOHSLVRGH
properly contextualised, reveals something of why elites and institutions in the new Ottonian 
sphere of influence might actively seek to align themselves with the new dynasty. 
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The article begins E\RXWOLQLQJWKHH[WHQWRI2WWR¶VLQYROYHPHQWLQWKH:HVW)UDQNLVK
kingdom DQG)ORGRDUG¶VOinks with the Ottonian court. It then turns to Kusel itself, examining 
what we know about the dispute and what Flodoard tells us about the land more generally in 
the Historia. The paper then investigates the circumstances of Conrad the Red¶VGLVJUDFHLQ
more detail in order to resolve some of the puzzles presented by the Kusel affair. The study 
FRQFOXGHVE\UHFRQVLGHULQJ)ORGRDUG¶VLQWHQWLRQVLQFRPSRVLQJWKHHistoria and assessing the 
FKXUFKRI5KHLPV¶SRVLWLRQYLV-à-vis Ottonian domination in the years around 950. 
 
Otto and the West Frankish kingdom 
2WWR¶VIRUD\VLQWR:HVW)UDQNLVKSROLWLFVVWHPODUJHO\IURPWKHVWUXJJOHEHWZHHQWKHZHVWHUQ
and eastern kingdoms for control of the duchy (and former kingdom) of Lotharingia, a region 
of great political, economic and cultural significance comprising the lands between the 
Meuse and the Rhine. Mastery of Lotharingia was a pivotal issue in post-Carolingian dynastic 
politics.9 )ROORZLQJWKHGLVLQWHJUDWLRQRI&KDUOHVWKH)DW¶VHPSLUHLQ/RWKDULngia 
UHPDLQHGXQGHUHDVWHUQFRQWUROXQWLOZKHQWKHUHJLRQ¶VPDJQDWHVFRPPLWWHGWKHPVHOYHV
to the West Frankish king Charles the Simple. However, in 925, the Lotharingians switched 
WKHLUDOOHJLDQFHEDFNWRWKHHDVWHUQUXOHU+HQU\2WWR¶VIDWKHU6KRUWly after Otto succeeded 
to the throne in 936, the Lotharingians rebelled. Louis IV, the son of Charles the Simple who 
also became king in 936, launched his own invasion, sensing an opportunity to expand his 
kingdom and reclaim the territory once controlled by his father. Otto overcame the rebels and 
/RXLVZDVUHSXOVHGDOWKRXJKKHGLGPDQDJHWRJDLQWKHKDQGRI2WWR¶VVLVWHU*HUEHUJDLQ
marriage. Louis continued to harbour Lotharingian designs ± as demonstrated by pointedly 
                                                        
9
 %6FKQHLGPOOHUµ)UDQ]|VLVFKH/RWKULQJHQSROLWLNLP-DKUKXQGHUW¶Jahrbuch für Westdeutsche 
Landesgeschichte 5 (1979): 1±7KHKLVWRU\RI/RWKDULQJLDLVUHKHDUVHGVXFFLQFWO\LQ60DF/HDQµ6KDGRZ
Kingdom: Lotharingia and the Frankish World, c.850±c¶History Compass 11, no. 6 (2013): 443±57. 
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QDPLQJKLVDQG*HUEHUJD¶VVRQ/RWhar in 941 ± EXW2WWR¶VVXSSUHVVLRQRIWKHUHYROW
confirmed Saxon dominance of the region and signalled the beginning of his ascendancy. 
 7KHPDUULDJHLQRIDQRWKHURI2WWR¶VVLVWHUVWR+XJKWKH*UHDWdux Francorum 
and count of Paris and Tours, meant that the king was brother-in-law both to the West 
Frankish monarch and to the most powerful West Frankish magnate. Louis and Hugh had 
history. Louis, a Carolingian, had been brought over to become king by Hugh from England, 
where he had been residing in exLOHVLQFHWKHGHSRVLWLRQRIKLVIDWKHU&KDUOHVLQ+XJK¶V
own father, Robert of Neustria, played a major role in that deposition, having been elevated 
to the throne in 922 in a widespread rebellion against Charles. Robert, however, died when 
the two met in battle in 923.10 Louis endured a torrid time in the early 940s, during which his 
effective authority was severely curtailed by Hugh and other magnates who were backed by 
2WWRLQWKHZDNHRI/RXLV¶DERUWLYH/RWKDULQJLDQFDPSDLJQ11 $V/RXLV¶SURVSHFWVof 
regaining Lotharingia dwindled, Otto was increasingly able to act as mediator between his 
two brothers-in-law. In 945, Hugh took Louis prisoner ± probably seeking to depose him ± 
but was eventually forced to release the king after Gerberga pleaded for assistance from her 
EURWKHU:LWK2WWR¶VVXSSRUW/RXLVZDVDEOHWRDVVHUWKLPVHOIWDNLQJFRQWURORIWKHYLWDO
political centre of Rheims in 946, where he restored his chancellor Artold to the 
archiepiscopal seat. 
 The see of Rheims was the subject of a simultaneous contest in which Artold and a 
ULYDOELVKRS+XJKRI9HUPDQGRLV+XJKWKH*UHDW¶VQHSKHZZHUHY\LQJIRUFRQWURORIWKH
episcopal seat. In 925, Count Heribert II of Vermandois appointed his son Hugh, then not 
even five years old, to the archbishRSULFDQGDVVXPHGFRQWURORIWKHFKXUFK¶VSURSHUWLHVIRU
himself. The Vermandois faction was ousted in 931, and Artold, a monk from Saint-Rémi, 
                                                        
10
 The standard treatment of Charles and Robert is now G. Koziol, The Politics of Memory and Identity in 
Carolingian Royal Diplomas: the West Frankish Kingdom (840±987) (Turnhout: Brepols, 2012), 401±533. 
11
 The basic study of Louis remains P. Lauer, /HUqJQHGH/RXLV,9G¶2XWUH-Mer (Paris: e. Bouillon, 1900). 
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was made archbishop under the auspices of King Raoul (r. 923±36). Artold himself was 
deposed in 940, and Hugh ZDVUHLQVWDWHGXQWLOKHZDVDJDLQHMHFWHGIROORZLQJ/RXLV¶
UHFDSWXUHRI5KHLPVLQ6LQFH+XJKRI9HUPDQGRLV¶FODLPVZHUHVXSSRUWHGE\+XJKWKH
*UHDWDQG$UWROG¶VE\/RXLVWKH5KHLPVVFKLVPZDVLQWULQVLFDOO\OLQNHGZLWKWKHZLGHU
political turmoil.12 Otto sought to put an end to these twin disputes in 948 by convening a 
synod at his palace in Ingelheim, near Mainz. With Otto, Louis, a papal legate and over thirty 
(mostly Lotharingian) bishops in attendance, the council recognised the legitimacy of Artold 
and excommunicated Hugh of Vermandois. Otto also ordered Conrad the Red ± his 
commander in the duchy of Lotharingia since 945 ± to lead an army back into West Francia 
with Louis in order to subdue Hugh the Great. The resolution of these West Frankish quarrels 
DFURVVWKHERUGHULQ2WWR¶VNLQJGRPWKURXJKKLVDJHQF\ZDVWKXVDSRZHUIXOGLVSOD\RI
western subservience to Ottonian might. Louis died in 954, but the final years of his reign, 




We know a great deal about the Rheims archiepiscopal dispute because Flodoard, our best 
source for West Frankish history in this period, was personally caught up in it.13 As he tells 
us, he was punished in both 925 and 940 for refusing to recognise the election and subsequent 
re-installation of Hugh of Vermandois.14 Nevertheless, Flodoard remained a prominent 
                                                        
12
 For a good account of the Rheims dispute, see J. Glenn, Politics and History in the Tenth Century: the Work 
and World of Richer of Reims (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2004), 215±34; and more broadly, R. 
0F.LWWHULFNµ7KH&DUROLQJLDQ.LQJVDQGWKH6HHRI5KHLPV±¶LQIdeal and Reality in Frankish and 
Anglo-Saxon Society: Studies Presented to J.M. Wallace-Hadrill, eds. P. Wormald, D.A. Bullough and R. 
Collins (Oxford: Blackwell, 1983), 228±49. 
13
 In addition to the Historia, Flodoard also wrote an important set of annals and an epic verse history of the 
martyrs, saints and popes: Flodoard, Annales; Flodoard, De triumphis Christi, ed. J.-P. Migne. Patrologiae 
cursus completus, series Latina 135 (Paris: Migne, 1853), cols. 491±885. The standard studies of Flodoard are 
P.C. Jacobsen, )ORGRDUGYRQ5HLPVVHLQ/HEHQXQGVHLQH'LFKWXQJµ'HWULXPSKLV&KULVWL¶(Leiden: Brill, 
1978); and Sot, Un historien. 
14
 HRE, 412 (IV.20); 420 (IV.28). 
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member of the Rheims hierarchy, and he often accompanied his archbishops and the royal 
court on their travels, including on several occasions across the Rhine. In 944, he embarked 
on a royal delegation to Otto.15 In 948, he travelled to the synod of Ingelheim in June, as well 
as to a subsequent synod a few months later in Trier.16 And as we shall see shortly, he 
personally met with Otto in Aachen in 951 to discuss the Kusel situation while part of an 
embassy sent by Louis.17 )ORGRDUGDOVRZURWHWKDW2WWRZLWK$UWROG¶VSHUPLVVLRQKDG
overseen the translation of some relics of St Timothy from Rheims to Magdeburg for a new 
royal monastery, and that its first abbot, Anno, later told him (michi retulit) of the many 
miracles which had occurred there.18 Anno, described by Flodoard as µWKHQDEERWQRZ
ELVKRS¶tunc abbas, nunc episcopus), became bishop of Worms in 950; we might therefore 
surmise that the historian met him on his journey to Aachen in 951. The monastery, dedicated 
WR6W0DXULFHZDVVRRQULFKO\HQGRZHGDQGLQZDVPDGHDFDWKHGUDOWKHIRFXVRI2WWR¶V
new archdiocese of Magdeburg.19 
 After the Ingelheim summit, while Louis and Conrad the Red headed off to West 
Francia to deal with Hugh the Great, Flodoard and Artold stayed with Archbishop Robert of 
Trier for a month.20 Flodoard was closely acquainted with Robert. They had met at the latest 
by 946, when Robert was in Rheims with Otto to re-ordain Artold following Hugh of 
9HUPDQGRLV¶H[SXOVLRQ21 At some point, Flodoard sent Robert a copy of his verse history De 
triumphis Christi. A seventeenth-century description of the now lost manuscript indicates that 
it was prefaced by a dedicatory letter which both asserted that Robert had requested the work 
and referred to previous correspondence between the two, Robert having apparently asked 
                                                        
15
 Flodoard, Annales, 92±3 (s.a. 944) see Jacobsen, Flodoard, 47±8. 
16
 HRE, 428±38 (IV.35±7). 
17
 HRE, 111±12 (I.20). 
18
 HRE, 71 (I.4); see Sot, Un historien, 81, 369. The monastery was founded in 937. 
19
 Reuter, Germany, 163±5. 
20
 HRE, 436 (IV.35). 
21
 Flodoard, Annales, 103 (s.a. 946); HRE, 425 (IV.33). 
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Flodoard to send him some literature.22 Robert was one of the few individuals upon whom 
Flodoard occasionally bestowed the reverential title domnus.23 Furthermore, all surviving 
manuscripts of the Historia Remensis ecclesiae are dedicated to a presul R., the identity of 
whom is agreed to have been Robert.24 5REHUWKLPVHOIZDVRQHRI2WWR¶VFKLHIFRXQVHOORUV
holding the position of archchaplain in Lotharingia, taking charge of military forces for the 
king in the late 940s, and receiving numerous privileges and confirmations, as demonstrated 
in surviving diplomas.25 It has also been shown that Robert sought to manage the settlement 
RIWKH5KHLPVGLVSXWHKLPVHOILQRUGHUWRDGYDQFHWKHVHHRI7ULHU¶VFODLPVWRHSLVFRSDO
leadership of the Ottonian kingdom (ahead of those of the archbishopric of Mainz).26 
 Additionally, Flodoard had contact with the controversial scholar and bishop Rather 
of Verona.27 This is only known from an off-hand reference by Folcuin of Lobbes in his 
Gesta abbatum Laubiensium (c.980) that Rather had written a letter to Flodoard, a copy of 
which Folcuin had seen in the library at Lobbes.28 Rather was also connected with the 
Ottonian court for a time: he too exchanged letters with Robert of Trier, and he received 
KRVSLWDOLW\IURP%UXQ2WWR¶VLQIOXHQWLDOEURWKHUZKRPWKHNLQJKDGDSSRLnted to both the 
archbishopric of Cologne and the dukedom of Lotharingia in 953. Brun installed Rather as 
ELVKRSRI/LqJHLQEXWKHZDVHMHFWHGMXVWWZR\HDUVODWHU1HYHUWKHOHVV)ORGRDUG¶V
acquaintance with numerous Ottonian bishops, as well as his service both to the church of 
                                                        
22
 P. Lehmann, µNachrichten von der alten Trierer Dombibliothek¶LQLGHPErforschung des Mittelalters I, 2nd 
edn. (Stuttgart: Anton Hiersemann, 1959), 231±53 (245±6); Jacobsen, Flodoard, 63±4. 
23
 2Q)ORGRDUG¶VFDUHIXOXVHRIWLWOHVVHH3&-DFREVHQµ'LH7LWHOprinceps und domnus bei Flodoard von 
5HLPV¶Mittellateinisches Jahrbuch 13 (1978): 50±72, with reference to Robert at 67±8. 
24
 HRE, preface, 57; see Jacobsen, Flodoard, 52±3; Sot, Un historien, 101±3. 
25
 J. Nightingale, Monasteries and Patrons in the Gorze Reform: Lotharingia, c.850±1000 (Oxford: Clarendon 
Press, 2001), 232±3. 
26
 E.-'+HKOµ(U]ELVFKRI5XRWEHUWYRQ7ULHUXQGGHU5HLPVHU6WUHLW¶LQDeus qui mutat tempora: Menschen 
und Institutionen im Wandel des Mittelalters. Festschrift für Alfons Becker, eds. E.-D. Hehl, H. Siebert and F. 
Staab (Sigmaringen: J. Thorbecke, 1987), 55±68. 
27
 2Q5DWKHU¶VH[WUDRUGLQDU\FDUHHUVHH3/'5HLGHGDQGWUDQVThe Complete Works of Rather of Verona 
(Binghamton, NY: Medieval & Renaissance Texts & Studies, 1991), 3±16. 
28
 Folcuin of Lobbes, Gesta abbatum Laubiensium, in Annales, chronica et historiae aevi Carolini et Saxonici, 
ed. G.H. Pertz. MGH Scriptores in folio 4 (Hanover: MGH, 1841), 64 (c. 20). Rather was originally a monk at 
Lobbes and returned there at various points in his career. The letter was probably written around 940. Rather 




in mind as we consider his Historia in more detail. 
 
The dispute over Kusel 
In his Historia)ORGRDUGRIWHQUHIHUUHGWRKLVFKXUFK¶VSURSHUW\in Vosago µLQWKH9RVJHV¶
even when he knew the land in question was in fact Kusel. From his Historia and a handful 
RIGLSORPDVLQYRNLQJVLPLODUWHUPLQRORJ\KRZHYHUZHNQRZWKDWµWKH9RVJHV¶LQFOXGHG
Kusel and neighbouring Altenglan (which today constitute an area in southern Rhineland-
Palatinate known, not coincidentally, as the Remigiusland or Remigiusberg), as well as 
Behren-lès-Forbach and Bischmisheim (in the Saarland, about 50 kilometres south-west of 
Kusel).29 These latter two places were named in an 884 diploma of Charles the Fat for 
Rheims as being villae µLQWKHpagus RI5RVVHOJDXLQWKHFRXQW\RI%OLHVJDX¶in pago 
Roslinse in comitatu Blesinse).30 This expression, as we shall see momentarily, was always 
invoked in tenth-century diplomas to describe lands belonging to Kusel, suggesting that 
Behren-lès-Forbach and Bischmisheim were villae of the monastery. But when Flodoard 
PDNHVUHIHUHQFHWRµWKH9RVJHV¶LWLVQRWDOZD\VREYLRXVZKHUHKHPHDns. 
 
[Printer: please place Figure 1 near the following paragraph.  Caption follows.] 
Figure 1. Key locations in the text.  Source: Author. 
 
 In terms of political geography, this area lay around the eastern fringes of Lotharingia. 
Kusel itself was not located in Lotharingia ± it was within the archdiocese of Mainz, which 
                                                        
29
 For references in Flodoard and in diplomas to these identified places, see below. 
30
 P. Kehr, ed., Die Urkunden der deutschen Karolinger. Zweiter Band: Die Urkunden Karls III. MGH 
Diplomatum regum Germaniae ex stirpe Karolinorum 2 (Berlin: Weidmann, 1937), 170±1 (no. 106). On the 
terms pagus and comitatus in this period, see C. West, Reframing the Feudal Revolution: Political and Social 




was in the East Frankish kingdom proper ± but many of its lands to the south were, as they 
lay in the diocese of Metz, part of the Lotharingian province of Trier.31 This region had been 
hotly contested since the later Merovingian period, when numerous kin-groups had sought to 
dominate the Vosges.32 Situated between the Moselle and Rhine valleys, the Vosges was a 
relatively fertile upland plateau, a major centre of mining, and home to a number of 
monasteries.33 7KHGLVWULFW¶VZLGHUSROLWLFDODQGVWUDWHJLFYDOXHLVGHPRQVWUDWHGE\DQ
unusually rich quantity of surviving documentation from the Carolingian period, suggesting 
that control of the area was keenly contested. This competition was especially pronounced in 
the decade following 888, when two local factions (who had been rivals for a considerable 
time beforehand) became embroiled in a violent and bloody feud as they vied for control of 
the Vosges sub-region in an attempt to exercise wider control over Lotharingia and gain 
access to the regnal political stage.34 Although Lotharingia was under East Frankish control 
after 925, long-standing local political rivalries and the presence of potential points of royal 
patronage to both the east and west meant that the Vosges remained a volatile and hotly 
contested area throughout the tenth century. 
:KDWGLG)ORGRDUGVD\DERXWµWKH9RVJHV¶DQGWKHDFWLYLWLHVRI&RQUDGWKH5HG¶V
IDPLO\WKHUH",WLVRQO\IURPWKHKLVWRULDQ¶VWHVWLPRQ\WKDWZHNQRZWKDWWKHUe was any 
friction at all between Conrad and Rheims over the lands. In the first book of his Historia, in 
a chapter about the miracles of St Remigius, Flodoard states that Archbishop Artold had 
HQWUXVWHGFHUWDLQµSURSHUWLHVLQWKH9RVJHV¶res in Vosago) to Conrad, who in turn gave these 
res to one of his men, a certain Ragembald. Ragembald then oppressed the coloni and 
                                                        
31
 For Kusel lying within the province of Mainz, see HRE, 406 (IV.13); and for the lands in the bishopric of 
Metz, 316 (III.23); both discussed below. See also the maps of these districts in H. Hummer, Politics and Power 
in Early Medieval Europe: Alsace and the Frankish Realm, 600±1000 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
2005), 15±16. 
32
 As studied in Hummer, Politics and Power. 
33
 A. Stoclet, Autour de Fulrad de Saint-Denis (v.710±784) (Geneva: Droz, 1993), 157±66; M. Innes, State and 
Society in the Early Middle Ages: the Middle Rhine Valley, 400±1000 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
2000), 1±2; Hummer, Politics and Power, 12±14. 
34
 Innes, State and Society, 222±33. 
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plundered the land. The afflicted locals complained and often came to Rheims in order to 
invoke the protection of St Remigius (to whom the ecclesia of Kusel was consecrated). Then, 
LQDUDUHDXWRELRJUDSKLFDOGLJUHVVLRQ)ORGRDUGZURWHWKDWµ-ust last year, I spoke with King 
Otto and the aforementioned duke [Conrad] about this matter when I was sent to Aachen to 
that same king, but I could noWJHW5DJHPEDOG¶VSOXQGHULQJRIWKHVHODQGVWRVWRS¶35 This 
µODVW\HDU¶ZDV36 Shortly thereafter, according to Flodoard, Ragembald gathered the 
peasants and put them to work on a Sunday. That evening, just before Vespers, he was 
suddenly struck by an invisible assailant. He asked the workers who had hit him, but they all 
denied having seen anything. He then flew into a rage and lost his mind, never to recover 
from his insanity, and soon died. When Conrad caught wind of what had befallen Ragembald, 
he became terrified, and immediately came to the monastery of Saint-Rémi in Rheims, where 
he returned the land to Artold, who then assigned it to Hincmar, the abbot of Saint-Rémi, and 
his monks.37 
Flodoard does not tell us that the specific land in question was Kusel, but this is 
confirmed elsewhere, most notably in a diploma of Otto. Issued at Bothfeld (Hanover) on 9 
September 952, the diploma confirms a grant by Artold to Saint-Rémi of the abbatia of Kusel 
and its adjoining lands in the Vosges and in the pagus of Rosselgau, in the county of 
Bliesgau. It states that Artold restored the land to Saint-Rémi and sent Abbot Hincmar, who 
beseeched the king to confirm the grant. This was then done, notably, at the petition of 
Conrad, who was apparently also present. The diploma asserts that these lands had first been 
                                                        
35
 HRE, 111±,µ3URTXDUHQXSHUDQQRSUHWHULWRFXPUHJH2WWRQHHWSUHIDWRGXFH locuti sumus, quando 
Aquis ad eundem regem missi fuimus, sed, ut idem Ragembaldus ab ipsarum rerum direptione desisteret, 
LPSHWUDUHQHTXLYLPXV¶ 
36
 Louis, then at peace with Hugh the Great, sent a delegation headed by Hugh to Otto at Aachen around Easter 
951. In his annal for the year, Flodoard notes that Conrad was also present and describes the embassy in 
unusually close detail, thus strongly suggesting his presence and rendering this the date of the dispute hearing: 
Flodoard, Annales, 130±1 (s.a. 951); Jacobsen, Flodoard, 73±4, with n. 4; Sot, Un historien, 49, 683. 
37
 HRE, 112 (I.20). The archbishops of Rheims had been abbots of Saint-Rémi until it was reformed in 945 
(HRE, 424 (IV.32), although even after it was removed from episcopal administration, archbishops such as 




confirmation, Saint-Rémi obtained another diploma concerning these possessions, this time 
IURP/RXLV,92Q0DUFKDW+LQFPDU¶VUHTXHVW/RXLVFRQILUPHGDSULYLOHJHRI
immunity for the villae of Crugny and Bazancourt (both in the vicinity of Rheims), as well as 
for the villa of Kusel, with its adjacent estates in the Vosges and in the pagus of Rosselgau, in 
the county of Bliesgau.39 On 1 January 955, Hincmar obtained a further confirmation of the 
VoVJHVODQGVIURP/RXLV¶VRQDQGVXFFHVVRU/RWKDU40 Saint-Rémi also received a joint 
confirmation from Otto I and Otto II in 965, as well as further diplomas from Otto III in 986 
and Hugh Capet in 992, and continued to enjoy privileges in the eleventh and twelfth 
centuries.41 6RIURPWKHHYLGHQFHRI)ORGRDUG¶VILUVW-hand account and a healthy batch of 
                                                        
38
 DO I, 237±QRµ«1RYHULWRPQLXPILGHOLXPQRVWURUXPSUHVHQWLXPVFLOLFHWHWIXWXURUXPLQGXVWULD
quod Artoldus Remorum archiepiscopus reddens ad eclesiam beati Remigii quandam abbatiam nomine Coslam 
intra fines regni nostri sitam, misit ad nostrae presentiae clementiam Hincmarum cenobii eiusdem beati Remigii 
abbatem, petens nostramque celsitudinem deprecans ut quoniam terra ipsa imperii nostri ditione clauditur, 
nostrae auctoritatis precepto concessionem ipsius episcopi confirmare deberemus. Cuius legationi clementer 
annuentes et benignam super hac re Chonradi ducis nostri petitionem suscipientes pro animae nostrae remedio 
supranominatam Coslae abbatiam monachis sacro loco sub regula sancti Benedicti deservientibus cum omni 
scilicet integritate, villis terris locis silvis et omnibus adiacentibus reddidimus, quicquid scilicet intra Vosagum 
ac in pago Roslinse in comitatu Blisinse ad ipsam abbatiam pertinere videtur, sicut ipsi videlicet beatissimo 
adhuc superstiti Remigio a Clodmiro rege, primi Francorum regis Chlodouei filio, aliisque Francorum regibus, 
nostris sane antecessoribus, traditum fore dinoscitur, decreto nostrae regiae auctoritatis renovamus et redditum 
esse cRQILUPDPXV¶6HHDOVR-)%|KPHUDQG(YRQ2WWHQWKDOHGV Regesta Imperii II. Die Regesten des 
Kaiserreichs unter den Herrschern aus dem Saechsischen Hause, 919±1024 (Innsbruck: Verlag der 
:DJQHU¶VFKHQ8QLYHUVLWlWV-Buchhandlung, 1893), 102 (II.1, no. 219). The original parchment was extant in 
Stuttgart until it was destroyed during the Second World War. A facsimile copy survives: Hauptstaatsarchiv 
6WXWWJDUW5HS$3ULYLOHJLHQXQG)UHLKHLWHQ%6HHDOVRWKHGLSORPD¶VHQWU\LQWKHWürttembergisches 
Urkundenbuch (vol. XII, no. 5728), available online: http://www.wubonline.de/?wub=288 (Accessed 22 
December 2015). 
39
 P. Lauer, ed., Recueil des actes de Louis IV, roi de France (936±954) (Paris: Imprimerie Nationale, 1914), 
98±QRµ«&RVODcum omnibus intra Vosagum atque in pago Roslinse, in comitatu Blisinse, integre 
DGHDPSHUWLQHQWLEXV«¶Note that Lauer mistakes Cosla for Coole (Marne, south of Châlons-en-Champagne). 
The diploma survives in the original: Archives départementales de la Marne, dépôt annexe à la Bibliothèque de 
Reims, fonds de Saint-Rémy, liasse 15, no. 1. A facsimile can be found in F. Lot and P. Lauer, eds., Diplomata 
Karolinorum. Recueil de reproductions en fac-similé des actes originaux des souverains carolingiens conservés 
dans les archives et bibliothèques de France, vol. 8 (Toulouse: e. Privat, 1945), plate X, available online: 
http://www.mgh.de/bibliothek/virtueller-lesesaal/ddkar/08/?p=X (Accessed 22 December 2015). 
40
 L. Halphen and F. Lot, eds., Recueil des actes de Lothaire et de Louis V, rois de France (954±986) (Paris: 
Imprimerie Nationale, 1908), 8±10 (no. 4). 
41
 DO I, 400±1 (no. 286), (cf. Regesta Imperii II.1, no. 385); T. Sickel, ed., Die Urkunden Otto des II, MGH 
Diplomatum regum et imperatorum Germaniae 2.1 (Hanover: Hahn, 1888), 18±19 (no. 11), (cf. Regesta Imperii 
II.2, no. 586); T. Sickel, ed., Die Urkunden Otto des III, MGH Diplomatum regum et imperatorum Germaniae 
2.2 (Hanover: Hahn, 1893), 427±8 (no. 28), (cf. Regesta Imperii II.3, no. 985: the extant FRS\RI2WWR,,,¶V
charter refers to Cella, but from the context Cosla is plainly meant). For Hugh Capet, see P. Varin, ed., Archives 
administratives de la ville de Reims. Collection de pièces inédites pouvant sHUYLUjO¶KLVWRLUHGHVLQVWLWXWLRQV
GDQVO¶LQWpULHXUGHODFLWp, I, (Paris: Impr. de Crapelet, 1839), 176±8. For later privileges, see F. Poirier-
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UR\DOFKDUWHUVZHDUHUHODWLYHO\ZHOOLQIRUPHGDERXW.XVHO¶VDIILOLDWLRn with the monastery of 
Saint-Rémi from the mid-tenth century onwards. 
In his Historia, Flodoard WHOOVXVPXFKPRUHDERXWKLVFKXUFK¶VSRVVHVVLRQVLQWKH
Vosges. In fact, within this text we can essentially read a history of the area from the time of 
St Remigius. The four-book Historia is a boon for modern historians, as Flodoard reproduced 
and summarised a wealth of documentary material from the Rheims cathedral archives, 
including diplomas, letters, wills, synodal acts, inscriptions and more, the majority of which 
would otherwise be lost.42 In Book 1)ORGRDUGLQFOXGHG6W5HPLJLXV¶ZLOO43 The version 
preserved by Flodoard is not genuine, and it is often considered to be either a creation of the 
great ninth-century archbishop Hincmar (845±82) or an interpolation by Rheims clerics in the 
990s. However, it may in fact have been produced in the mid-tenth century, for it is not 
known prior to its inclusion in the Historia, and there is reason to believe that Flodoard 
himself was involved in the interpolation of the will.44 In the will (as it is found in the 
Historia), Remigius left to his successors a number of properties in the Vosges. These 
consisted primarily of Kusel, Altenglan, Behren-lès-Forbach and Bischmisheim, which had 
been brought together from donations by Clovis and purchases by Remigius.45 Flodoard says 
nothing about the grant from ClodRPLUPHQWLRQHGLQ2WWR¶VGLSORPD+HGRHVKRZHYHU
QRWHDGRQDWLRQRIODQGµLQWKH9RVJHVQHDUWKH6DDUULYHU¶in Vosago prope fluvium Saroam) 
                                                        
Coutansais, Les abbayes bénédictines du diocèse de Reims. Gallia Monastica I (Paris: A. et J. Picard, 1974), 
523. 
42
 +=LPPHUPDQQµ=X)ORGRDUGV+LVWRULRJUDSKLHXQG5HJHVWHQWHFKQLN¶LQFestschrift für Helmut Beumann 
zum 65. Geburtstag, eds. K.U. Jaschke and R. Wenskus (Sigmaringen: Thorbecke, 1977), 200±14; M. 
6WUDWPDQQµ'LHHistoria Remensis Ecclesiae: FlodoardV8PJDQJPLWVHLQHQ4XHOOHQ¶Filologia Mediolatina 1 
(1994): 111±27. 
43
 HRE, 97±105 (I.18). 
44
 (5REHUWVµ)ORGRDUGWKH:LOORI6W5HPLJLXVDQGWKH6HHRI5HLPVLQWKH7HQWK&HQWXU\¶Early Medieval 
Europe 22 (2014): 201±30, rehearsing the literature on the will at 203±8. 
45
 HRE, 98 (I.18). 
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E\&ORYLV¶JUHDW-grandson Childebert II, during the episcopate of Egidius in the late sixth 
century, though WKLVJUDQWLVNQRZQVROHO\IURP)ORGRDUG¶VSDVVLQJUHIHUHQFH46 
7KHQH[WZHUHDGRIWKH9RVJHVLVLQWKHKLVWRULDQ¶VFRSLRXVVXPPDULHVRIWKH
correspondence of Archbishop Hincmar.47 According to Flodoard, Hincmar obtained 
restitution of Kusel and Altenglan (named individually and then described as in saltu Vosago) 
and other lands in the Wormsgau and Thuringia from Louis the German.48 Hincmar wrote 
relatively prolifically about the Vosges lands, sending letters about them to Charles the Bald, 
the archbishop of Mainz (in whose province Kusel lay) and the bishop of Metz (in whose 
diocese lands belonging to Kusel were located).49 Hincmar also wrote to Megingoz, a 
powerful count in the area, and Erluin, a local royal agent, both of whom the archbishop 
enlisted to deIHQG5KHLPV¶SURSHUW\LQWHUHVWV50 1H[W)ORGRDUGUHSRUWVWKDW+LQFPDU¶V
successor Fulk (883±900) obtained a confirmation of immunity for Behren-lès-Forbach from 
Pope Formosus in 892.51 $GHFDGHODWHULQ)XON¶VVXFFHVVRU+HULYHXV±22) 
personally trDYHOOHGWRWKHUHJLRQZKHUHKHGHGLFDWHGDFKXUFKZLWKLQ6W5HPLJLXV¶possessio 
in the Vosges. Heriveus also reached an agreement with Archbishop Hatto of Mainz (891±
RYHU5KHLPV¶ULJKWVLQWKHDUHD52 We actually possess the documents used by Flodoard 
± WKHDJUHHPHQWEHWZHHQ+HULYHXVDQG+DWWRDQGWKHIRUPHU¶VYHUVHGHGLFDWLRQRIWKHFKXUFK
                                                        
46
 HRE,,)ORGRDUG¶VUHIHUHQFHWRWKH6DDUVXJJHVWVWKLVJUDQWLQYROYHGODQGLQRUDURXQG%HKUHQ-lès-
Forbach and Bischmisheim. 
47
 Flodoard preserves summaries of some 450 otherwise-unknown letters written by Hincmar; the Historia is 
WKXVRQHRIWKHPRVWLPSRUWDQWVRXUFHVIRUWKHDUFKELVKRS¶VFDUHHU)RUWKHIXOOUHJLVWHUVHH+6FKU|UV
Hinkmar, Erzbischof von Reims: sein Leben und seine Schriften (Freiburg im Breisgau: Herder, 1884), 518±88; 
and Sot, Un historien, 537±626. 
48
 HRE, ,,,VHHDOVR+LQFPDU¶VOHWWHUWR/RXLVDW,,, 
49
 HRE, 259 (III.18) (Charles); 272 (III.21) (Liutbert of Mainz); 316 (III.23) (Wala of Metz). In the letter to 
/LXWEHUW+LQFPDUUHODWHGDVWRU\DERXWDPDQQDPHG*LEHUXVZKRKDGLQYDGHG5HPLJLXV¶SURSHUW\LQWKH
Vosges and had subsequently gone mad and died. 
50
 HRE, 340±1 (III.26). 
51
 HRE, 372 (IV.2). 
52
 HRE,92WWR¶VGLSORPDRIVSHDNVRIDQabbatia of Kusel, with monks serving there under the 
Rule of St Benedict. The ecclesia consecrated by Heriveus was probably a separate church in Kusel, though it is 
possible that it was refounded as a monastery at some point in the early tenth century. 
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± independent of his Historia, and these confirm that the land in question was in fact Kusel, 
though Flodoard did not specify this.53  
Finally ± that is, chronologically, but in fact back in Book 1 of the Historia ± 
Flodoard relates two further punitive miracle stories (in addition to the episode involving 
5DJHPEDOGFRQFHUQLQJLQGLYLGXDOVZKRLQWHUIHUHGZLWKWKHFKXUFK¶VODQGVLQWKH9RVJHV
One, occurring at an unspecified date, involved a man who was blinded and whose arm 
became withered after he tried to tamper with the boundaries established by Remigius.54 The 
other, notably, concerned Werner, count of the Nahegau, Wormsgau and Speyergau, and the 
father of Conrad the Red.55 Werner had apparently received lands in the Vosges from the East 
Frankish king Conrad (r. 911±18). Flodoard was almost certainly referring to Kusel here, 
given that Kusel was in the Nahegau (the Nahe river runs within 15 kilometres of Kusel). 
Here, Remigius appeared in a dream to Archbishop Herigar of Mainz (913±27) and ordered 
KLPWRWHOO.LQJ&RQUDGWRLQVWUXFW:HUQHUWRYDFDWHWKHVDLQW¶VODQGV:KHQ+HULJDUIDLOHGWR
act on this, Remigius beat him, and eventually the archbishop went to King Conrad, who had 
the land returned to the church of Rheims.56 
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 These two short documents are extant in a single manuscript: Vatican City, Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana, 
Reg. lat. 418. They are edited as F. Baethgen, ed., Notitia de conventu Hattonis archiepiscopi Moguntini et 
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unclear. Beyond FlodoDUG¶VDVVHUWLRQWKDWDvilla in the Vosges was donated by Childebert II 
DFODLPZKLFKKDVQRWEHHQFKDOOHQJHGWKHUHLVQRVHFXUHEDVLVIRUWKHFKXUFK¶VULJKWVSULRU
WRWKHWLPHRI$UFKELVKRS+LQFPDUZKRJDYHDEULHIDFFRXQWRI5HPLJLXV¶DFWLYLWLHVWKHUe in 
his Vita RemigiiIURPZKLFKWKDWRIWKHVDLQW¶VZLOODVLWDSSHDUVLQ)ORGRDUG¶VHistoria) 
seems to have been derived.57 7KHFRQWUDGLFWRU\DFFRXQWVRIWKHRULJLQVRI5KHLPV¶
possession of Kusel between Flodoard (who attributes it, via the interpolated version of 
5HPLJLXV¶ZLOOWR&ORYLVRULIRQHGLVPLVVHVWKHZLOOWKHQWRDJUDQWRI&KLOGHEHUW,,DQG
2WWR¶VGLSORPDDWWULEXWLQJLWWR&ORGRPLUFDVWIXUWKHUGRXEWRQWKHLUJHQXLQHQHVV 
The narrative Flodoard does not provide is also rather telling and may cast some light 
on why Rheims could have been seeking to augment the historicity of its claims. In the ninth 
century, Hincmar had been able to enlist advocates in the region, but these arrangements 
FROODSVHGZKHQ5KHLPV¶PRVWLQIOXHQWLDODJHQW&RXQt Megingoz was assassinated in 892, 
plunging Lotharingia and its fringes into chaos.58 The uncertainty brought about by this crisis 
could have been what compelled Fulk to seek a papal privilege for the villa of Behren-lès-
)RUEDFKDQG+HULYHXV¶MRXUQH\WRWhe area in 902 was plainly an attempt to reassert his 
FKXUFK¶VULJKWVRQFHWKHSROLWLFDOVLWXDWLRQKDGVOLJKWO\FRROHGGRZQ59 The fact that Heriveus, 
OLNH+LQFPDUEHIRUHKLPVRXJKWWKHDUFKELVKRSRI0DLQ]¶VDVVLVWDQFHVXJJHVWVWKDW5KHLPV¶
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church continued to struggle in the tenth century in the face of competing claims from the 
family of Werner and Conrad. Their patrimony included the wealthy abbey of Hornbach and 
other lands in the Vosges and along the western banks of the Rhine around Worms and 
Speyer. ,WVKRXOGDOVREHQRWHGWKDW5KHLPV¶DGYRFDWH0HJLQJR]ZDVPXUGHUHGE\DFHUWDLQ
Alberich, a relative of Werner and Conrad.60 Megingoz and Alberich belonged to the two 
factions then locked in a struggle for control of the wider region. In the mid-tenth century, 
Conrad too sought to construct a powerbase in these counties as a means of dominating 
/RWKDULQJLD7KLVFRXSOHGZLWKWKHHYLGHQFHRI)ORGRDUG¶VQDUUDWLYHVXJJHVWVWhat both the 
controversy over these lands and the highly visible factional competition in the area c.900 
were still live issues half a century later. 
What did the church of Rheims hope to gain from owning land in this relatively 
remote area? In the late eighth century, Abbot Fulrad of Saint-Denis had obtained a number 
of properties in the Vosges, and in the Bliesgau in particular, suggesting that the land was 
profitable.61 If the tenth-century archbishops could enlist agents to protect their interests as 
Hincmar had done, then there was a real prospect of material benefit. It is likely that Flodoard 
and Artold (who, as Flodoard recalled, had entrusted the lands to Conrad at some point) were 
trying to recruit Conrad to their cause, but for reasons which ultimately remain somewhat 
obscure, they were unsuccessful (though it is probably significant that the advocate Megingoz 
ZDVDULYDORI:HUQHU¶VIDPLO\,WPD\EHWKHFDVHWKDWDWHQWK-century archbishop of Rheims 
had relatively little to offer a local authority in return for their assistance on location. In the 
ninth century, the prospect of royal patronage through +LQFPDU¶VFRQQHFWLRQVWRSRZHUIXO
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NLQJVPDGHZRUNLQJRQ5KHLPV¶EHKDOIDWWUDFWLYH62 In the tenth century, however, when 
West Frankish royal influence was at a low ebb, a Rheims archbishop would have struggled 
to match the honours potentially available from the Ottonian court, the new fulcrum of 
power. But advertising such claims, as Flodoard did in his Historia, was also a means of 
building social and cultural capital. Owning property in the name of St Remigius was a 
PHDQVRIUHLQIRUFLQJWKHSUHVWLJHRIWKHVDLQW¶VFult, and Flodoard was particularly concerned 
WREURDGFDVWWKHORIW\VWDWXVRIKLVFKXUFK¶V0HURYLQJLDQSDWURQ,QVLVWLQJRQULJKWVLQGLVWant 
places such as the Vosges was a way for the church of Rheims to build relationships with 
factions across the former Carolingian empire.63 What is particularly striking about the 
present case is that even around 950 ± that is, some 60 years after the empLUH¶VGLVDSSHDUDQFH
± the church of Rheims was still desperate to implicate itself in Lotharingian and Ottonian 
networks of patronage. 
 
The fall of Conrad the Red 
Like other regional magnates, Conrad was bound to the Ottonian dynasty through kinship, 
KDYLQJPDUULHG2WWR¶VGDXJKWHU/LXWJDUGLQ64  As contemporary chroniclers and 
GLSORPDVDWWHVW&RQUDGVRRQEHFDPH2WWR¶VFKLHIOLHXWHQDQW65 As duke of Lotharingia, 
&RQUDGRIWHQLQWHUYHQHGXVXDOO\DW2WWR¶VEHKHVWLQWKHSROLWLFDODIIDLUVRIQHLJKERXUing 
West Francia.66 As mentioned, he led an army dispatched by Otto in aid of Louis following 
WKHV\QRGRI,QJHOKHLP/DWHUWKDW\HDU&RQUDGVWRRGDVJRGIDWKHUWRRQHRI/RXLV¶
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daughters.67 In 949 and 950, Conrad brokered truces between Louis and Hugh the Great.68 
)ORGRDUG¶VAnnales are the main source for these activities, and it is also there that we learn 
RI&RQUDG¶VLQLWLDOVWUXJJOHVDJDLQVWµWKH/RWKDULQJLDQV¶&RXQW5HJLQDU,,,RI+DLQDXWLQ
particular.69 During 952, however, amidst the growing mayhem in Lotharingia, Conrad 
ceased to be a mediator between Louis and Hugh, and Flodoard reported how Conrad and 
Hugh came to the Marne and besieged the munitio of Mareuil-sur-Ay, just south of Rheims 
near Épernay, which had been constructed by Count Ragenold of Roucy and fideles of Artold 
in 949.70 Conrad and Hugh captured and destroyed the fortification, although Louis, Artold 
and Ragenold soon rebuilt it.71 
 What had changed? Flodoard, with his typical reticence, offers no explanation for 
&RQUDG¶VDERXW-face. Prior to mentioning the siege of Mareuil, however, he does note that 
Otto had come to Pavia in 951, where he expelled King Berengar II and married Adelheid, 
WKHZLGRZRI%HUHQJDU¶VSUHGHFHVVRU/RWKDUGDQGGDXJKWHURI.LQJ5XGROI,,RI
Burgundy (d. 937). Otto sought to push on to Rome, but in early 952, when it became 
apparent he could not count on a friendly reception there, he returned north, leaving Conrad 
in charge at Pavia. According to Flodoard, Berengar then came to Conrad, who received him 
aQGFRQGXFWHGKLPWR2WWR¶VFRXUWZKHUH%HUHQJDUZDVUHFHLYHGDPLFDEO\DQGDOORZHGWR
return to Italy.72 However, the Ottonian historians Adalbert of Magdeburg and Widukind of 
&RUYH\SURYLGHPRUHGHWDLOVDERXWWKLVHSLVRGHDQGLQSDUWLFXODUDERXW&RQUDG¶Vpart in it. 
$FFRUGLQJWR$GDOEHUW%HUHQJDUFDPHWR2WWRLQ6D[RQ\RQ&RQUDG¶VDGYLFHEXWREWDLQHG
QRWKLQJIURPKLPRQDFFRXQWRIWKHDUWLILFHRIWKHNLQJ¶VEURWKHU'XNH+HQU\RI%DYDULDDQG
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was lucky to have been allowed to return to Italy with his life. Conrad was deeply insulted, 
HYLGHQWO\E\2WWR¶VUHIXVDOWRDFFHSWWKHWHUPVRIKLVDJUHHPHQWZLWK%HUHQJDUDQG
FRQVHTXHQWO\ZLWKGUHZIURPWKHNLQJ¶VILGHOLW\73 Widukind presents things slightly 
differently, reporting that Conrad took Berengar to the royal court, where the latter was 
received kindly at Easter (which Otto celebrated at Magdeburg) and agreed to submit 
publicly to the king at a later date. Conrad, however, was offended by the fact that Otto had 
made Berengar wait three days for the meeting. Believing Duke Henry to be responsible for 
this affront, Conrad joined forces with Liudolf, who likewise had felt insulted by Henry.74 
$OWKRXJKWKHUHDUHGLVFUHSDQFLHVLQWKHWZRKLVWRULDQV¶DFFRXQWVWKH\DUHQHYHUWKHOHVVLQ
agreement that Conrad had been KXPLOLDWHGE\KLVWUHDWPHQWDWWKHNLQJ¶V(DVWHUFRXUW75 This 
public insult, moreover, helped push Conrad into rebellion alongside Liudolf in 953 in order 
to save face.76  
What has not hitherto been recognised, however, is that just a few months after this 
high-profile snub in Magdeburg, Otto issued the diploma confirming the monastery of Kusel 
and all its lands for Saint-Rémi of Rheims. As we have seen, Kusel was located within 
&RQUDG¶VIDPLOLDOSRZHU base. Although the diploma stated that Conrad was the petitioner of 
the grant, its timing ± FRPLQJEHWZHHQ&RQUDG¶VSXEOLFKXPLOLDWLRQDQGKLVUHEHOOLRQ± 
VXJJHVWVWKDWWKHODQGVPD\UDWKHUKDYHEHHQJLYHQDW2WWR¶VEHKHVWDQGWKDWWKLVDFWZDVSDUW
of a wider divestiture of Conrad¶VKROGLQJV. Indeed, confiscation was a common tactic for 
Otto: at lHDVWRIWKHNLQJ¶VGLSORPDVZHre grants of forfeited lands.77 In fact, five of these 
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grants stemmed from a confiscation of property in the Vosges belonging to the disgraced 
Etichonid count Guntram, who had been found guilty of treason in Augsburg just a month 
before Otto issued his diploma for Saint-Rémi.78 There was much precedent for this sort of 
action: in 794, Duke Tassilo III of Bavaria was famously forced to submit to Charlemagne 
DQGUHQRXQFHKLVIDPLO\¶VFODLPVWRDOOWKHLUDOORGLDOSURSHUW\LQH[FKDQJHIRUWKHNLQJ¶V
mercy.79 In the ninth century, the fall of a powerful aristocrat often threw up questions about 
his proprietary acquisitions and provided an ideal occasion for competing parties to move on 
their own claims.80 This could explain why Rheims chose to activate its ostensibly long-held 
ULJKWVDWSUHFLVHO\WKLVWLPH<HW2WWR¶VGLSORPDVRIFRQILVFDWLRQRIWHQVSRNHRSHQO\RIWKH
crimes which warranted such action.81 If this was a confiscation, why did the king not say so? 
For one, Conrad at this point had not really committed any crime. We might consider the title 
accorded to Conrad in the diploma (simply dux noster), which seems plain, though it is not 
particularly unusual; Conrad was described as dilectus or fidelissimus as often as not.82 Given 
&RQUDG¶VSRVLWLRQDVWKHNLQJ¶VPRVWSRZHUIXOPDQLWPD\EHWKDW2WWRFXUEHGWKHDEDVHPHQW
by not explicitly declaring the act to be a confiscation and by instead giving Conrad the 
opportunity to renounce the land himself. Granted, this is speculative; we do not know 
exactly how bad relations between the king and duke were at this stage, but all our evidence 
suggests that Conrad was on thin ice. Moreover, diplomas were performances, and although 
2WWR¶VFRQILUPDWLRQIRr Saint-RéPLGHVFULEHVWKHDFWEHLQJPDGHDW&RQUDG¶VSHWLWLRQLWZDV
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QHYHUWKHOHVVDFOHDUUDWLILFDWLRQRIWKHGXNH¶VVXERUGLQDWLRQWRWKHNLQJ83 It likely would have 
already been known to contemporaries that Conrad was conceding family territory. For Otto, 
surely wary of the military resources Conrad could muster, this could have been an attempt to 
soften the blow, to remind Conrad who was in charge but not drive him too far away. 
 Of course, Conrad was pushed into revolt: by Easter 953, he was spearheading a 
ZLGHVSUHDGUHEHOOLRQDORQJVLGH2WWR¶VVRQ/LXGROIDQG$UFKELVKRS)UHGHULFNRI0DLQ]84 The 
uprising of 953±XOWLPDWHO\IDLOHGQRWOHDVWEHFDXVH&RQUDG¶VDWWHPSWVWRHVWDEOLVKRUGHULQ
his own duchy were spectacularly unsuccessful. Although Conrad was eventually reconciled 
with the king, he was never restored to his position in Lotharingia. In light of all this, 
&RQUDG¶VVXUUHQGHURI.XVHOZDVSUREDEO\DOVRRQHRIWKHIDFWRUVXQGHUO\LQJWKHUHEHOOLRQ
Flodoard, we should recall, asserted that Conrad KDGEHHQVRIULJKWHQHGE\6W5HPLJLXV¶
punishment of Ragembald that he handed the property over to the church of Rheims. 
+RZHYHUWKHFRLQFLGHQFHRI2WWR¶VFRQILUPDWLRQDQG&RQUDG¶VFRXUWHPEDUUDVVPHQWVXJJHVWV
that this was not the case. Conrad doubtless felt undermined, for Otto had stripped him of 
property in the very area from which he was trying to gain a footing in Lotharingia. It is also 
surely significant that Flodoard, after travelling to Aachen and discussing the matter with 






Remensis ecclesiae was very likely completed in late 952, that is, right in the midst of 
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&RQUDG¶VSHULRGRIGLVJUDFH85 This means that the situation with Kusel would have been a 
current and rather delicate issue. We saw above that Conrad bore no ill feeling towards the 
church of Rheims until 952, when he abruptly came to Hugh the *UHDW¶VDLGLQDVLHJHDJDLQVW
the Rheims fortress of Mareuil, as Flodoard related in his annal for the year.86 Quite when 
this occurred cannot be determined, but, pointedly, Flodoard reported the incident 
immediately after his brief account of Conrad and BHUHQJDU¶VPHHWLQJZLWK2WWRDW(DVWHU
nothing else in the annal is dateable. When Flodoard finished his Historia, Conrad remained 
in charge of Lotharingia, and despite the troubles he was facing there, he nevertheless 
commanded a formidable army. Amidst the increasingly unstable political situation in nearby 
/RWKDULQJLD5KHLPVZRXOGKDYHEHHQZDU\RILQFXUULQJ&RQUDG¶VLUH,QGHHG)ORGRDUG
complained in his annal for 954 when Conrad marched into West Francia with a band of 
Hungarian mercenaries and proceeded to wreak havoc around Rheims and Laon.87 A desire to 
SODFDWH&RQUDGZRXOGH[SODLQZK\)ORGRDUGLJQRUHG&RQUDG¶VKXPLOLDWLRQRYHUWKH%HUHQJDU
fiasco and then attributed the restitution of the monastery of Kusel to the intervention of St 
Remigius. 
 Of course, such an interpretation requires grounds for believing that Conrad or his 
DVVRFLDWHVZRXOGKDYHEHHQDPRQJWKHSRWHQWLDOUHDGHUVKLSRI)ORGRDUG¶VHistoria. As a 
                                                        
85
 There is no absolute date for the completion of the Historia)URP)ORGRDUG¶VFRPPHQWDERXWYLVLWLQJ$DFKHQ
to discuss Kusel in the anno preterito, which, as mentioned, must have been 951, HRE, 111±12 (I.20), we know 
that he was still working on the text in 952. Flodoard also mentions that he had a cousin who had been a monk 
of the local monastery of Saint-Basle and had recently (dudum) died while serving as a priest in the cathedral: 
HRE, 139 (,,7KLVKDVEHHQWDNHQWRPHDQWKDW)ORGRDUG¶VFRXVLQZDVDPRQJWKRVHH[SHOOHGIURP6DLQW-
Basle when the monastery was reformed by Artold in 952: Jacobsen, Flodoard, 68, n. 10; for the reform, see 
Flodoard, Annales, 134 (s.a. 9527KHODFNRIUHIHUHQFHWR/RXLV¶GHDWKLQ6HSWHPEHUDSSHDUVWRSURYLGHD
terminus ante quam: Stratmann, introduction to HRE, 4; but the two above-mentioned dating clues indicate that 
the historian probably completed the work in 952. The fact that these come respectively in the first and second 
books of the four-book Historia does not necessarily mean that Flodoard had yet to compose the last two books: 
in his preface, the historian wrote that he had spent time correcting and editing the work. Here Flodoard also 
mentioned that his progress had been hindered by frigid temperatures, which may suggest that he had finished 
the work in or just after winter (HRE, preface, 57). A date of completion in late 952 or possibly early 953 is 
therefore probable. 
86
 Flodoard, Annales, 133±4 (s.a. 952). 
87





common with other gesta, is usually presumed to have been written for a local audience. This 
position has been articulated most clearly by Michel Sot, who masterfully demonstrated how 
)ORGRDUGWKURXJKKLVQDUUDWLRQRIWKHGHHGVRI5KHLPV¶LOOXVWULRXVbishops, had provided a 
collective identity and memory for his Rémois contemporaries ± a providential sequence of 
divine actions as reflected in the history of their locality.88 The Historia was a call for the see 
to be restored to the greatness it had achieved under the leadership of Hincmar. For Sot, it 
was the pinnacle of the gesta IRUP(YDOXDWLQJLWVUHFHSWLRQLVWULFN\IRUWKHZRUN¶V
manuscript tradition is rather poor; nevertheless, the earliest surviving copes, from 1150±75, 
are indeed both from Rheims.89 Yet while the text has an obvious local orientation and 
interest for the clergy and people of Rheims, present and future, there are good reasons to 
suspect that Flodoard wanted his work to be read more widely. For one, Flodoard was a very 
ambitious writer, as demonstrated by his prolific output: in addition to the Historia (which 
VWUHWFKHVWRSDJHVLQ0DUWLQD6WUDWPDQQ¶VHGLWLRQIRUWKH0*+KLVRHXYUH
included a set of annals spanning 47 years and an epic verse history of almost 20,000 lines. 
Flodoard dedicated the Historia to the Lotharingian archbishop Robert of Trier, another close 
adviser to Otto in the years around 950. In the dedication, Flodoard mentioned that the 
Historia had been encouraged and requested by Robert.90 This remark has been read as a 
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topos: the statement of command, a courteous fiction intended to express gratitude and 
admiration.91 )ORGRDUG¶VGHFODUDWLRQKRZHYHUPD\KDYHEHHQPRUHWKDQOLWHUDU\IORXULVKIRU
Robert had taken a keen interest in settling the Rheims schism in order to bolster his own 
position within the Ottonian episcopacy. Although no manuscript of the Historia is definitely 
known to have been at Trier, there is much to suggest that Flodoard sent a copy to Robert, 
just as he had earlier of the De triumphis Christi. The early eleventh-century Libellus de 
rebus Trevirensibus LQFOXGHGDQXPEHURISDVVDJHVDQGVRXUFHVWUDQVPLWWHGE\)ORGRDUG¶V
Historia.92 Robert likely did possess a copy of the work, while the notion that he requested a 
book which commemorated his resolution of a dispute over the premier West Frankish see is 
not at all far-fetched. Moreover, Flodoard found a readership elsewhere in Lotharingia: the 
Historia was known to both Folcuin of Lobbes and the author of the Gesta episcoporum 
Cameracensium (written c.1025).93 It is therefore not outside the realm of possibility that 
Conrad, as duke of Lotharingia and a leading Ottonian courtier, could have become familiar 
ZLWK)ORGRDUG¶VZRUN 
 Authorial ambition aside, there are other reasons to believe that Flodoard and his 
superiors anticipated and sought readers beyond Rheims. Ottonian patronage was a 
desideratum on several levels. First, the church of Rheims possessed a good deal of land in 
2WWR¶VNLQJGRPEH\RQGWKDWLQWKH9RVJHV)RULnstance, Flodoard related how Archbishop 
Hincmar had received restitution from Louis the German of Scavenheim in the pagus of 
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Helisleba.94 Rheims also owned extensive property along the Meuse, part of which formed 
the frontier between the western and eastern kingdoms. Some of these lands, such as 
Mouzon, Douzy and Mézières, lay in Lotharingia ± that is, since 925, in the East Frankish 
kingdom ± and Flodoard wrote about them prolifically.95 When, in 931, Count Heribert 
VXEPLWWHGWR2WWR¶VIDWKHU+HQU\LWZDVSUREDEO\SHUIRUPHGLQDQHIIRUWWRVHFXUHKLVFRQWURO
of these valuable estates.96 The church of Rheims would also have sought the co-operation of 
Ottonian rulers and magnates to help safeguard its possessions.  
Indeed, the defence of cKXUFKSURSHUW\ZDVRQHRI)ORGRDUG¶VNH\DLPVLQFRPSRVLQJ
the Historia. Although one might naturally assume that Flodoard wrote in support of property 
claims ± a relatively common function of institutional historiography ± this prominent 
concern has seldom attracted comment, let alone scrutiny.97 The lack of attention paid to this 
aspect of the Historia LVDOOWKHPRUHVWULNLQJJLYHQ)ORGRDUG¶VSHUVRQDOLQYolvement in 
disputes such as the Kusel episode, as well as the fact that gesta often served as practical 
property inventories.98 For 6RW)ORGRDUG¶VHQXQFLDWLRQRIFhurch lands was one aspect of his 
creation of a sacred topography, a landscape of places connected through their association 
with the saints of Rheims and the translations of relics.99 However, we should not ignore the 
IDFWWKDW)ORGRDUG¶VFRQFHQWUDWLRQRQSURSHUW\ZDVDQDGYHUWLVHPHQWRI5KHLPV¶FODLPV7KLV
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was at least in part prompted by the long-running dispute over the see between Artold and 
+XJKRI9HUPDQGRLV:KHQ+XJK¶VIDWKHU&RXQW+HULEHUW,,WRRNRYHUWKHDGPLQLVWUDWLRQRI
WKHFKXUFKLQKHWRRNFRQWURORIWKHFKXUFK¶VSRVVHVVLRQVIRUKLPVHOI,QDQRWKHURI
)ORGRDUG¶VUDUHDXWRELRJUaphical interpolations, he complained bitterly how Heribert had 
FRQILVFDWHGKLVDQGRWKHUFDQRQV¶EHQHILFHVEHFDXVHWKH\KDGREMHFWHGWR+XJK¶VµHOHFWLRQ¶
and redistributed them among those he pleased.100 +HULEHUW¶VVSROLDWLRQRf church lands and 
+XJK¶V \HDUVDVDUFKELVKRSFRPSOLFDWHGWKHFKXUFKRI5KHLPV¶SURSHUW\ULJKWVIRUWKH
House of Vermandois (that is, the deposed Hugh and his brothers) now had reasonable claims 
WRODQGZKLFKKDGEHORQJHGWR5KHLPV)ORGRDUG¶VHPSKDVLVRQFKXUFKODQGVLQWKHHistoria ± 
ZULWWHQLQWKH\HDUVLPPHGLDWHO\IROORZLQJ+XJK¶VH[FRPPXQLFDWLRQDWWKHV\QRGRI
Ingelheim ± was therefore at least in part a reaction to the misappropriation which had taken 
place over the preceding quarter-century. As his detailed justifications RI5KHLPV¶ULJKWVLQ
places like the Vosges make clear, Flodoard was not simply taking stock for purposes of local 
commemoration or internal record-keeping, nor was he merely explaining what made a good 
SUHODWHLQKLVUHSHWLWLYHVWDWHPHQWVRIELVKRSV¶WHUUitorial acquisitions: he was, in effect, 
PDNLQJDUJXPHQWVEHFDXVHWKHFKXUFK¶VODQGHGZHDOWKZDVWKUHDWHQHGDWSUHFLVHO\WKLVWLPH
0RUHRYHU)ORGRDUG¶VHIIRUWVWRUDWLRQDOLVHDQGEXWWUHVVSURSHUW\FODLPVLQGLFDWHWKDWKHKDG
the prospect of favour at the Ottonian court firmly in mind, for it was clear by 952 that Otto 
FRXOGDFWDVDUR\DOJXDUDQWRURI5KHLPV¶ODQG 
 ,QDGGLWLRQZHVKRXOGUHPHPEHUWKDW/RXLV¶UHJLPH± with Artold as chancellor and 
archbishop of Rheims ± had more or less been propped up by Otto since 946, when he 
intervened to have Louis released from captivity and Artold reinstated. This bailout put the 
:HVW)UDQNLVKNLQJGRPILUPO\LQWKHRUELWRI2WWR¶VUHDOP(YHQDIWHUWKHV\QRGRI
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Ingelheim, it was by no means certain that the struggle for the see of Rheims was actually 
over, or that the peace between Louis and Hugh the Great would hold. Though 
excommunicate, Hugh of Vermandois still loomed in the background, and he actively 
pursued his restoration (with the support of his brothers and several bishops) following 
$UWROG¶VGHDWKLQ101 And as we saw, in spite of the truce agreed by Louis and Hugh the 
Great in 950, hostilities were renewed in 952, and the relationship between the two remained 
uneasy. The respective positions of Artold and /RXLVWKXVKLQJHGRQ2WWR¶VEDFNLQJ 
 A third reason to read the Historia DVDQDSSHDOWR2WWRLV)ORGRDUG¶VUHSHDWHG
LQYRFDWLRQRI6W5HPLJLXVDVWKHHQIRUFHURI5KHLPV¶SURSHUW\FODLPV,QDQHIIRUWWRHQKDQFH
the prestige of his own office, Archbishop Hincmar had vigorously promoted the cult of 
5KHLPV¶SDWURQVDLQWDQGFRQVWUXFWHGDUHSXWDWLRQIRUWKH0HURYLQJLDQELVKRSDVWKH
apostolus Francorum on account of his famous baptism of Clovis.102 Hincmar also deployed 
Remigius as the defender of church property par excellence, relating in his Vita Remigii and 
other works how numerous individuals had been visited by the saint in dreams and visions 
and savagely beaten for their encroachment of church property.103 Flodoard reproduced all 
these accounts in his Historia and added others, such as the two visitations concerning Kusel 
(Herigar of Mainz in 913±18 and Ragembald in 951±+HWKRURXJKO\HPEUDFHG+LQFPDU¶V
agenda, and the church successfully recruited tenth-century Carolingian kings as patrons of 
the cult and the monastery of Saint-Rémi.104 This upturn of interest in St Remigius also crept 
LQWRWKH2WWRQLDQVSKHUH2WWR¶VVLVWHU*HUEHUJD/RXLV¶LQIOXHQWLDOTXHHQDQGDNH\SOD\HULQ
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µLQWHUQDWLRQDO¶DIIDLUVDURXQGZDVDSURPLQHQWSDWURQRIWKHFXOW105 The 948 council of 
Ingelheim, overseen by Otto and his episcopacy, took place in a church dedicated to St 
Remigius. One also notes that Otto, in his confirmation of Kusel for Saint-Rémi in 952, 
styled himself as a successor to the Merovingian Frankish kings (nostri sane antecessores) 
who had previously given this land to the beatissimus and sanctissimus Remigius.106 In his 
965 confirmation of Saint-RéPL¶VULJKWVWR.XVHO2WWRSUDLVHG5HPLJLXVDVWKHdoctor 
Francorum.107 In his Historia, Flodoard explicitly linked WKHFKXUFKRI5KHLPVZLWK2WWR¶V
IDYRXUHGUR\DOPRQDVWHU\RI6W0DXULFHLQ0DJGHEXUJE\UHFRXQWLQJKRZZLWK$UWROG¶V
consent, the king had obtained Rémois relics for the initial foundation, and subsequently how 
numerous miracles had been wrought there.108 FORGRDUG¶VHistoria was thus a timely 
reminder of the fabled history and legendary traditions to which a ruler could lay claim, and 
there is much to indicate that the cult of Remigius was indeed attractive to Otto. 
 One might reasonably question why Flodoard did not heap praise on Otto if all this is 
in fact the case. In fact, the historian never heaped praise on any of his contemporaries 
(except perhaps Robert of Trier in his dedication of the Historia). Flodoard was an unusually 
terse writer, as has been shown in his measured use of titles such as princeps and domnus.109 
In his Annales, he seldom offered explanations for why individuals did the things they did. 
He kept his opinions to himself.110 This was likely in part because he had personally suffered 
at the hands of Count Heribert in the course of the Rheims schism: unable to know the 
ultimate outcome of the dispute and circumspect about his previous misfortunes, he refrained 
from criticising or praising either Hugh of Vermandois or Artold, even after Ingelheim. 
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Likewise, he had little to say in favour or against Louis or Hugh the Great. One should not 
therefore expect to find any glowing acclamation of Otto in his works. What one does find, 
however, is a subtle warming towards and interest in Ottonian political activity in his 
KLVWRULFDOZRUNVVRPH\HDUVDJR*LDQ$QGUL%H]]RODDUJXHGWKDW)ORGRDUG¶VUHSUHVHQWDWLRQ
of Otto and his brother Brun gradually assumed a more patriarchal and dynastic character. 
The historian was by no means sentimental about the relative decline of Carolingian power in 
West Francia.111 
 The church of Rheims needed Otto, and Flodoard shows in his Historia that he and 
his archbishop were rather receptive to the idea of Ottonian overlordship. This may seem 
VXUSULVLQJLQOLJKWRI5KHLPV¶Flose links with the Carolingians. But it was really only under 
Charles the Simple, Louis and Lothar that Rheims became a truly Carolingian spiritual 
FDSLWDO,QGHHGSULRUWR+LQFPDU¶VHSLVFRSDWHWKHFKXUFK¶VUHODWLRQVKLSZLWKWKH&DUROLQJLDQ
family had been rather tempestuous. In 717±18, Charles Martel punished the church for 
supporting his rivals by deposing Bishop Rigobert.112 Charlemagne almost completely 
ignored Rheims, perhaps because his rival brother Carloman had been buried in the 
monastery of Saint-Rémi in 771.113 Rheims returned to prominence under Louis the Pious, 
but this ended abruptly with the disastrous deposition of Archbishop Ebbo in 835.114 All these 
things Flodoard knew well and related in the Historia, and this reveals why the historian was 
able to look beyond contemporary Carolingian rulers in his own kingdom to a new dynastic 
power flourishing in the east: the supposed bond between the Carolingian dynasty and the 
church of Rheims had never really existed. The idea was promoted by Hincmar at a time 
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when Carolingian kings were the only conceivable royal family. The tenth century, on the 
other hand, was very different. Indeed, Artold was made archbishop in 931 under the 
auspices of a non-Carolingian ruler, the Bosonid Raoul. A claim to Frankish identity was one 
thing that Merovingian, Carolingian and Ottonian kings all had in common.115 Flodoard was 
not attached to any particular family or dynasty; he was pragmatic.116 By harking back to the 
time of St Remigius, Flodoard appealed to an imagined pan-Frankish past, to a time when the 
µERUGHUV¶EHWZHHQWKHZHVWHUQDQGHDVWHUQNLQJGRPVKDGVHHPLQJO\QRWH[LVWHG,Q6W
Remigius the church of Rheims had a potent resource, the saintly bishop who had ushered the 
Franks into the Catholic faith. By acknowledging his Merovingian antecessores in his 
diploma of 952 for Saint-Rémi, Otto showed that this was a lineage to which he was ready to 
lay claim for himself. 
 
Conclusion 
From this exhaustive unpicking of an apparently inconsequential disagreement over a 
middling monastery in the Vosges, we can draw three points. The first, at a basic level, is that 
WKH.XVHODIIDLUVKRXOGEHOLQNHGZLWK&RQUDGWKH5HG¶VGUDPDWLFIDOOIURPJUDFHDQGHQVXLQJ
rebellion against Otto in 953. &RQUDG¶VLQYROYHPHQWLQ.XVHOKDVQHYHUEHHQUHFRJQLVHGIURP
)ORGRDUG¶VFU\SWLFWHVWLPRQ\RIWKHVWDWXVRI5KHLPV¶9RVJHVSURSHUWLHVLQWKHWHQWKFHQWXU\
7KHHSLVRGH¶VUROHLQ&RQUDG¶s humiliation is suggested by, firstly, WKHWLPLQJRI2WWR¶V
confirmation of the monastery of Saint-RéPL¶VRZQHUVKLSRI.XVHOZKLFKFDPHKDOIZD\
EHWZHHQ&RQUDG¶VZHOO-known snub by Otto at Easter and his open break with the king a year 
later, and, secondly, 2WWR¶VP\VWHULRXVDERXW-IDFHDIWHUKDYLQJGHQLHG5KHLPV¶FODLPVZKHQ
KHPHW)ORGRDUGLQ7KHLQFLGHQWSURYLGHVDIXUWKHUH[DPSOHRI2WWR¶VSUDFWLFHRI
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confiscating property to punish insubordinate magnates. But unlike other such deprivations, 
which all concerned lesser men, Otto was wary of alienating the powerful Conrad, and so the 
GLSORPDZDVLVVXHGXQGHUWKHSUHWHQFHRIDSHWLWLRQWRWKHNLQJ*LYHQ&RQUDG¶VFOHDU
problems with the northern Lotharingians and his attempts to construct a power base closer to 
his principal Franconian counties in the south, it seems rather unlikely that the duke would 
KDYHZLOOLQJO\FRQFHGHGWKHODQGWR5KHLPVDWWKLVWLPH)RU&RQUDGIUXVWUDWHGE\KLVNLQJ¶V
lack of support for his endeavours in Lotharingia, this may well have been the final straw. 
 )ORGRDUG¶VUHOXFWDQFHWRWHOOXVPXFKof anything about this brings us to a second 
point, which is that medieval histories could serve multiple purposes and could mean 
GLIIHUHQWWKLQJVWRGLIIHUHQWDXGLHQFHV$VSUHYLRXVZRUNKDVVKRZQ)ORGRDUG¶VHistoria 
Remensis ecclesiae had discernible benefits for the community of Rheims and the edification 
of its clergy. However, there was also a more functional, pragmatic aspect of the text, and this 
can only be appreciated by homing in on various contexts of production: the turbulent 
political situatioQLQWKH\HDUVLWZDVZULWWHQRQERWKORFDODQGUHJQDOOHYHOV)ORGRDUG¶VRZQ
FKDUJHVDQGDFWLYLWLHVDQGWKHZRUN¶VGLVVHPLQDWLRQDQGUHFHSWLRQ&ORVHVFUXWLQ\RIWKHVH
circumstances indicates that Flodoard did not conceive of the Historia DVVLPSO\µORcal 
KLVWRU\¶7KHFXOPLQDWLRQRIKLVQDUUDWLYHLVWKHV\QRGRI,QJHOKHLPLQZKLFKUHVROYHGD
controversy that had wracked the Church since 925. By stressing the settlement of this 
schism, and by waxing lyrical about the miracles of the holy Remigius and the leadership of 
the peerless Hincmar, Flodoard wanted to show the wider world that this storied bishopric 
was ready once more to assume its rightful place in the governance of the Frankish world. 
But such prominence was to be found in the vigorous Ottonian kingdom, an empire in all but 
name by the early 950s. 
 A final point, then, is that the rapid growth of Ottonian hegemony in the 940s and 
950s might not necessarily have been considered such a bad thing by institutions and 
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individuals in newly subordinate regions such as the West Frankish kingdom. We should not 
automatically assume that Flodoard and his archbishops were attached to Carolingian 
tradition simply because the Carolingians patronised Saint-Rémi during his lifetime. Otto 
offered Rheims prestige, the potential for further endowment, and valuable protection of its 
extensive Lotharingian and East Frankish estates. The case of Kusel demonstrates the 
effectiveness of this strategy, for after 952 it remained in the hands of Saint-Rémi into the 
twelfth century and beyond.117 )ORGRDUG¶VHYLGHQFH± and his silence on thorny contemporary 
issues ± shows us just how thoroughly the church of Rheims was tied up in Ottonian politics. 
This new Frankish dynasty had the potential to restore the diocese to its former greatness. 
7KHKLVWRULDQ¶Vacute sense of a gravitational shift of power to the east (and his willingness to 
accept it) therefore shows us ZKDWPDGH2WWR¶VKHJHPRQ\SRVVLEOH. In this respect, Flodoard 
LVPXFKPRUHRIDQµ2WWRQLDQKLVWRULDQ¶WKDQKDVKLWKHUWREHHQUHDOLVHG 
8QGHU2WWR¶VVWHZDUGVKLS/RXLV,9HQMR\HGDSURGXFWLYHILQDOIHZ\HDUVHQVXULQJ
that there was no question that his son Lothar ± 2WWR¶VQHSKHZ± should succeed him when he 
died in 954. However, the Ottonian grip on West Francia would last only for about 20 years 
after Ingelheim. The western monarchy was revitalised under Lothar, who took full 
advantage of further turmoil in Lotharingia to reassert Carolingian claims to the region. Otto 
,,¶VSUHPDWXUHGHDWKLQKDVWHQHGWKHGULIWRI:HVW)UDQFLDRXWRI2WWRQLDQRUELWDQGDIWHU
the accession of Hugh Capet in 987, the break between west and east crystallised. Of course, 
in the early 950s, none of this could be known. FlodoaUG¶VHistoria offers a snapshot of 
aspirations and expectations for a future which never materialised. In 952, however, further 
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incorporation of the West Frankish kingdom into the growing Ottonian sphere of influence 
would have looked a decent bet. 
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